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NEW CRISIS IN ASIA 


While the West is still concerned over the trouble kicked up by the Red Chinese aggression 
against Formosa, communists are moving to gain control over the much more important prize of 
Indonesia. 


Not only is Indonesia the world's sixth largest country (population 80,000,000), but it 
extends from the Asian mainland like an arm embracing Malaya, Indochina and the Philippines. 
From Indonesia the Reds could exert greater pressure on these three countries and, masque- 
rading as Asian neutrals, lead other confused Asians into the communist camp. 


Major Red efforts are being concentrated on the Afro-Asian Conference to be held in 
Indonesia in mid-April, and on the upcoming general elections, to be held sometime later this 
year. The elections will determine both the make up of Indonesia's first permanent government 
and whether it will adopt a democratic or a communist-type constitution. 


Widespread penetration into the Indonesian government by the Reds began when the cabinet 
of Premier Wilopo, of the Moslem Party, fell in July 1953 and Dr. Ali Sastroamidjojo, of the 
Nationalist Party, became Premier. Sastroamidjojo immediately kicked pro-Westerners out of the 
cabinet and put in communists and fellow-travellers. Their beachhead has broadened into a 
Nationalist-Communist alliance which excludes representatives of the Moslem Party, largest single 
political party in Indonesia (85-90 percent of Indonesians are Moslem.) 


Views of President Sukarno 


Meanwhile, President Sukarno, who holds himself above partisan party politics, nonetheless 
has thrown his considerable political influence to support the Sastroamidjojo cabinet aginst attacks 
of the Moslem Party. In commenting on communist participation in Indonesia's first general 
elections, Sukarno declared in Bandung on Jan. 20 that the Reds “have urged the establishment of 
the strongest possible national unity, a revolutionary national unity," and added: 


"This is, in fact, in accordance with the statement of Communist leader Joseph Stalin who 
in one of his speeches clearly stated that in a national revolution all revolutionary forces — from 
among the proletariat, the small bourgeoisie, the peasantry, as well as the intelligensia — should 
be joined into one strong revolutionary force. This principle is what the communist leaders here 
have adopted. They teach this principle to the Indonesian people." 


Sukarno, in toadying to the Reds while claiming to follow an independent policy, is follow- 
ing the fateful course of Jacobo Arbenz, former Red-backed president of Guatemala. As in the 
case of Guatemala, both Moscow and Peking have started to broadcast defensive propaganda. 








Radio Peking on Jan. 19 charged the U. S. with intervention in the internal affairs of 
Indonesia and claimed, in words almost identical to those used when Guatemala was falling under 
Red control, that Americans were supplying rebellious groups with arms and stirring up armed 
revolt against the Indonesian people. By charging intervention, of course, they hope to mobilize 
Asian and Indonesian opinion against the U. S. and to keep Western influence in Indonesia at a 
minimum during the upcoming elections. 


Importance of Indonesia 


The capture of Indonesia is critical to the communist strategy laid down by Lenin in the 
early 1920's. "First we will take Eastern Europe, then the masses of Asia. Then we will encircle 
the United States, which will be the last bastion of capitalism." The Afro-Asian conference pro- 
moted by Sastroamidjojo, is a significant move to draw all of Asia and Africa first into the camp 
of anti-colonialism and then pro-communism. 

As President Sukarno declared on Jan. 20, the conference "is in accord with our objective 
to establish unity from West Africa to China." Molotov in his February 8 speech went even 
further by stating the conference "shows how great these positive changes are which have taken 
place lately in Asia," and hoping that "Pakistan and Ceylon and other peoples of Asia will find 
the road to a true national freedom and economic revival" (terms for opposition to the U. S. and 
for Red-oriented economies). 


What makes this Indonesian-inspired conference significant is that the most powerful nation 
at the conference will be Red China. Not only have Westerners been barred, but Red China's 
counsels will have added weight because of its diplomatic victories at Geneva, and because of 
its success so far in using armed force in steps aimed at "liberating" Formosa. 


Growing Red Power 


Radio Moscow as well as Peking repeatedly have pointed out, as Radio Moscow did on 
Jan. 20, that the "liberation" of Yikiangshan - a small off-shore island, "testifies to the growing 
strength of the blows inflicted by the People's Liberation on Army of China." Such broadcasts, in 
effect, tell Asians and Africans that the Red Chinese power which is not afraid to challenge the 
U. S. can help in their national liberation plans. Thus, the attacks on Formosa can be considered 
not only as a move to capture Formosa, but as a step forward in the long-range strategy to capture 
all of Asia and Africa. 

Paradoxically, the U. S. helped Indonesia gain independence from the Dutch in 1949. 
Today, Indonesia is taking up Red China's line of attacking Western security agreements in Asia, 
and working to unite non-communist countries with Peking. Yet, the Reds still do not have it all 
their own way. Many countries which will attend the Afro-Asian conference — Pakistan, Japan, 
the Philippines — are opposed to Red Chinese aggression. Others, such as Egypt, are swinging 
from hopes that the conference would set up a truly independent policy for Africa and Asia to 
suspicion of the conference's aims. 

On the front of the general elections, too, the Moslem Party, largest in Indonesia, could 
lead the Indonesian people out of the shadow of the Communist Empire. Indonesia's fate, however, 
will be decided by the creative anti-communist leadership within the country, its ability to solve 
outstanding political problems, and to inform the people correctly on true communist aims. 


HOW BIG A CHANGE IN MOSCOW? 


During the past two months there has been a marked increase in communist activity around 
the world. The power shift in Moscow from Malenkov to Khrushchev has been accompanied by 
stepped up activity in Brazil and Chile. Reds in Italy, France and the East European satellites 
have renewed pressure against rearming West Germany. At the same time, both Red China and 
the Soviet Union have announced plans to strengthen their military forces. 


This upswing in tempo of Red activities is in line with recent statements of Moscow's new 
top policy-maker, Nikita Khrushchev, indicating a "tough" foreign policy, a Stalin-type "co- 
existence" (All types of struggle short of all-out war), and stronger support for Red Chinese 
aggression in Asia. 
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This is no change in basic communist strategy. Instead of deviation from Leninism, there is 
a stronger emphasis on it, particularly on the international aspects of basic communist doctrine. 
"Pravda" on Jan. 21 praised Lenin as the founder of the "doctrine of imperialism" and instigator 
of the "liberation movement of the international proletariat." The same day Radio Moscow stated 
that communists! present strength stemmed from Lenin's words and praised Stalin as the "continuer" 
of Lenin's plans. 


Why the Power Shift? 


Although communists talk of the Party's “monolithic unity", its Central Committee includes 
several notable factions. Malenkov is identified with a younger group, government bureaucrats 
and primarily "Russian-firsters", while Khrushchev is coupled to the older group who stress the 
doctrines of heavy industrialization and international communism. The Red Army, though con- 
trolled by the Party, has grown in importance since the fall of Beria reduced the status of the 
secret police. As long as these factions exist power shifts among them are likely. 


While speculation on the cause of the shift which caused Malenkov to fall from the post of 
Premier can be based upon a personal and policy feud with Khrushchev (Malenkov once condemned 
Khrushchev's industrial approach to agriculture), a major factor not to be overlooked is the top 
communist leaders' need for success. From the top Reds' point of view, Malenkov's leadership 
has fallen short of expectations. He failed to produce promised consumer goods, increase agri- 
cultural output, or effectively block West German rearmament. He failed to support Red China's 
aggression in Asia or suppress unrest in Eastern Europe, and his policy of consumer goods slowed 
down expansion of Soviet industrial and military might. 


Malenkov, in his resignation speech, hinted at these failures by admitting his lack of ex- 
perience in state work, but saved himself by pledging loyalty to the Communist Party “monolithic 
in its unity and solidarity." Once before Malenkov bowed out before the rising star of Andrei 
Zhdanov, an international communist like Khrushchev, only to return to a dominant position after 
Zhdanov's mysterious death in 1948. He may do it again. 


Meanwhile, under Khrushchev's direction, the swing will be toward more active admin- 
istration of communist affairs. He already has ordered a wholesale move of Moscow office workers 
to Central Asia, Siberia, the Urals and the Far East to boost farm and factory output. On 
February 7 Chairmen of State Security in the Soviet Republics were boosted to cabinet status, a 
move foretelling greater vigilance against subversion and underground movements. The 41 percent 
boost in spending for heavy industry and 12 percent boost for defense in 1955 were explained by 
Marshal Bulganin in his February 9 speech to the Supreme Soviet. “Heavy industry is the foun- 
dation of the invincible defensive ability of the country and the might of our gallant armed forces." 


Changes In East Europe 


The East European satellites already have fallen into line with the new policies. On Feb- 
ruary 9 Radio Prague announced a drive in Czechoslovakia for more heavy industrialization, and 
stressed that Czechs and Slovaks were united against traitors spurred on by "representatives of 
U. S. monopolies, arms manufacturers and magnates who have taken over the dirty plans for 
world. domination, and who stop at nothing to attain their mad aims." Thus, it appears that "hate 
America" propaganda will be used again as the excuse for harsh conditions of life in the 
Communist Empire. 


These internal changes are being reflected in communist activities around the world. Radio 
Peking reported on February 9 that the All-India Peace Council had organized a "Quit Taiwan 
(Formosa) Day" throughout India, calling for the U. S. to give Formosa to the Red Chinese. 

There are reports of increased activity of Red agents in the Middle East, particularly in Iran. The 
Spanish Communist Party on Jan. 21 called for a struggle against the Spanish-American pact. 
Radio Moscow on Jan. 25 reported that the Syrian Communist Party had called for a "national 
front" to "defeat Anglo-American attempts to involve Syria in aggressive military blocs." 
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In Chile, according to "Pravda" of Jan 7, "progressive forces" are waging a struggle against 
American policy while Chilean Reds are urging the use of force against American "imperialism." 
And in Brazil, plans are underway for a South American Youth Festival, inspired by communists , 
as part of a continuing campaign to increase their influence in Brazil's political and cultural life. 


What all this means is that the West can expect more trouble from the communists from now 
on. At the same time, many observers believe the harsher Moscow policies will result in an up- 
surge of resistence among the 70,000,000 people in Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Rumania 
and Bulgaria and among those in the Soviet Union as well. Increased troubles inside the Com- 
munist Empire, if coupled with Western successes in international affairs, could topple Khrushchev 
from power, and lead to the eventual breaking of the Communist Empire. 


WHAT DO THEY MEAN BY "PEACE"? 


In his February speech to USSR's Supreme Soviet, Foreign Minister Molotov declared that 
the Soviets' foreign policy will continue to be "the strengthening of the forces of peace." 


Few newspapers, aside from the "Daily Worker", reported this statement. "Peace" has 
become such a standard feature of Red foreign policy statements that many people discount it as 
mere propaganda. 


At least since 1928 the communists have been following a "peace" policy. Although this 
policy has fluctuated in importance over the years, it has been given special emphasis by the Reds 
since 1948 by means of promoting peace petitions, holding World Peace Congresses, supporting 
peace partisans or peace fighters in foreign lands, and referring to communist-run countries as 
"peace-loving" states. 


In the communist dictionary "peace" means more than a word to dupe well-meaning non- 
communists into supporting communist causes. It has a specific meaning in terms of action. 
During a World Peace Congress in Vienna — favorably mentioned by Molotov in his February 8 
speech — delegates launched a new "peace petition" to be known as the "Vienna appeal." 
According to "Pravda", of Jan. 22, this petition will be circulated by a half-million "fighters 
for peace" in Europe to gain signatures and to mobilize Europe "in a struggle against the remili- 
tarization of Germany." 


In the name of "peace", the Reds have urged people in Brazil and Chile to drive American 
influence out of Latin America, and, most recently, have urged the U. S. to withdraw its armed 
protection from Formosa. Under the "peace" policy, the communists, too, have over-run Eastern 
Europe, gobbled up the China mainland, and fought guerilla actions or vest pocket wars in Greece, 
Korea, Vietnam, Malaya and the Philippines. 


To Reds "Peace" Means "Struggle" 


What do they mean by "peace"? Lenin in 1916 said the principal object of any "peace 
program" is "to explain to the masses the need for a revolution, and to support, aid and develop 
the revolutionary struggle of the masses." 


According to the "Thesis of the Sixth World Congress of the Communist International" in 
1928, "The aim of this (peace) policy is to guard the intemational revolution and to protect the 
work of building up socialism — the progress of which is revolutionizing the world. . . . . Revo- 
lutionary war of the proletarian dictatorship is but a continuation of revolutionary peace policy 
by other means." | 


___ In 1949 Georgi Malenkov explained, "The international peace movement is based not on 
pacifist ideology, which as a rule combined denial of war in words with utter passivity in deeds, 
but in a firm determination actively to fight the warmongers." 
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Stalin added in 1952, "It is possible that in a definite conjuncture of circumstance the fight 
for peace will develop here or there into a fight for socialism. But then it will no longer be the 
present peace movement; it will be a movement for the overthrow of capitalism." 


In order to make the present communist position clear, Molotov declared on February 8, 
1955, that there are "contradictions (that is, conflicts) in capitalist countries" and “our task is to 
make use of these contradictions in the interests of supporting and strengthening peace, and in the 
interests of weakening the aggressive antidemocratic forces (the communist term for the free world)." 


If "peace" to communists means a constant struggle to weaken non-communist countries and 
lead to revolutionary overthrow of capitalism, when can Reds expect to achieve "peace" in the 
ordinary American sense of the word? 


"Peace" and "freedom" are often linked in communist slogans, such as "the fight for peace 
and freedom." While we have no communist definitions which even come close to our concept of 
"peace", Lenin in 1917 explained that "when the resistence of the capitalists has been completely 
broken up, when the capitalists have disappeared, only then does it become possible to speak of 
freedom." 


Thus, freedom and "peace", in our sense of the word, will come to communists only after 
they have destroyed capitalism — that is, after they have conquered the world. Thus, the policy 
of "peace", the foreign policy of the Soviet Union whether under Lenin, Stalin, Malenkov, 
Bulganin, Molotov, Khrushchev or any other communist is a policy for the destruction of the free 
world, 


This is well to remember when Red-sponsored "peace" petitions are circulated for your 
signature. 


THE COMMUNIST LOYALTY OATH 


We learn from Radio Prague, on Jan. 21, that Vice Premier Kopecky received Orthodox 
Bishop Kliment and the Prague Bishop, Vicar John "and administered the prescribed loyalty oath 
to the two dignitaries of the Orthodox Church in Czechoslovakia." 


This oath of loyalty to a communist regime raises serious questions as to how much weight 
can be given to statements from churchmen behind the Iron Curtain. Metropolitan Nikolai, for 
example, recently told Professor Leipoldt of Leipzig University that "the Church in the Soviet 
Union lives under conditions of complete freedom," and went on to urge Christians "to raise their 
voice against the war preparations now being made in the West." 


When hearing appeals from churchmen in communist-run countries, it is well to remember 
that the Reds have created a number of puppet clergymen, whose task is to whip up enthusiasm for 
communist causes among the Wester clergy. 


NEW BATTLEFRONTS IN THE UN 


During the past po the Soviet communists joined the United Nations Educational, 
Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) for the first time and re-entered the International 
Labor Organization (ILO) after an absence of 15 years. 


Although both moves were hailed as evidence of the Reds' “peaceful coexistence" policy, 
their entry has turned both groups into new battlefields in the East-West conflict. 


Radio Moscow has made the communists' position clear. In a December 15 commentary on 
the ILO meeting in Geneva earlier in the year, it declared, "Decisive influence in this committee 
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is exercised by representatives of the capitalist monopolies — the sworn enemies of the trade 
unions — and reformist trade union leaders. They have more than once manifested their hostile 
attitude to progressive trade union organizations. Such a policy seriously hampers the working 
class in making use of ILO to defend union rights so frequently violated in capitalist countries." 


Meanwhile, during the UNESCO meeting in Uruguay in December, representatives of the 
USSR, Byelorussia, Czechoslovakia and Poland acted as a unit to promote the Red "peace" program, 
denounce the use of mass media for “war propaganda" and boast about the cultural and educational 
progress in communist-run countries. 


Reds Seek To Expand World Influence 


Communist aims are not merely to impress fellow members of ILO and UNESCO. Radio 
Moscow's commentary indicates a drive to unseat Western dominance in ILO. Failing that, close 
observers of ILO believe they will try to use the organization to boast Red influence in labor 
movements of Western countries which have turned down overtures from the Red-dominated World 
Federation of Trade Unions. 


In addition, according to one American observer at last year's ILO meeting, the communists 
are planning to use ILO as a means for further infiltration into the governments of underdeveloped 
countries. Their technique is to offer to supply Soviet "experts" to man the ILO's currently 
understaffed Technical Assistance Program, thus carrying out their infiltration under the guise of 
furthering ILO objectives. 


Similarly, through UNESCO the communists hope to promote the propaganda theme of 
booming cultural development in communist-run countries compared with cultural decadence in 
capitalist countries. 


Although some observers fear that the Reds are well on their way toward taking over control 
of both ILO and UNESCO, evidence so far indicates that the West will continue to dominate both 
organizations for some time to come. The Reds control 28 out of 200 votes usually cast in ILO, 
and in ILO's governing body the Reds are outvoted 39 to 1. 


That the Reds are trying to alter this balance is shown by efforts to have Rumania admitted 
to ILO, a proposal which was voted down by the West last year. Similarly, they tried to boost 
their strength in UNESCO by having Red China admitted, another issue on which they lost by a 
wide margin. 


Despite these losses, however, the communists have been gaining influence in both organi- 
zations during the past year — a trend which throws up new challenges to Western leadership. 


RED CHINA ON THE WORLD STAGE 


The Red Chinese, who so far have failed to gain entry into the UN or into UNESCO, are 
rushing into membership in the World Meteorological Organization with guns blazing. 


Although they have not yet attended a single meeting of this world organization, the 
Chinese communists have already opened an attack on Nationalist Chinese membership. 
| 
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According to Radio Peking on Jan. 26, Tu Chang-Wang, Director of the Meteorological 
Office of Red China, claimed, "The Government of the People's Republic of China is the sole 
legal Government of China." He charged that Nationalist Chinese delegates had no right to take 
part in the World Meteorological Organization and "must be driven from its various organs and 
meetings." 


It can be expected that the admission of Red China to other world organizations would open 
the door to similar attacks. Their aim is not merely to drive out the Nationalist Chinese, but to 
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join other communist delegates in an effort to drive out all opposition to Red leadership — a fact 
which has not yet been made clear to a number of UN delegates. 


LEST WE FORGET 


The Reds recently have given a clear warning to those who argue that more territory should 
be turned over to the communists in order to preserve peace. 


On January 17, according to the Hanoi News Agency, a meeting was sponsored in Hanoi, 
Indochina, by the Central Committee of the Vietnam Women's Union and the Vietnam Committee 
for the Protection of Children. 


After charging that the South Vietnamese have been committing many murders, Nguyen Thi 
Thuc Vien — leader of the meeting — called on the women "to closely unite in the struggle 
against U. S. imperialists, the French colonist elements and the Diem clique." 


To drive home the point, she painted a woeful picture of the suffering of mothers and 
children in South Vietnam and had a number of women testify publicly that their husbands or 
children had been killed by U. S. bombs in the recent Indochina war (although U. S. military 
forces were not in active fighting there). 


The meeting wound up with a typical communist resolution "to set up a committee of 
patriotic mothers to oppose U. S. intervention" and to write letters to Ho Chi Minh and the 
Women's International Democratic Federation" denouncing the violation of the armistice by the 
U. S. imperialists." 


While peace is worth preserving, even at considerable cost, the surrender of territory to the 
Reds does not appear to be the answer. Every newly conquered land is used as an additional base 
for struggle — not merely against South Vietnam as in this case, but against the U. S. and the 
entire free world. 


LEST WE FORGET — the Reds are waging a war of world conquest. No matter where the 
individual battles are fought — in Europe, Asia, South America or Africa — we in the U. S., as 
leaders of the free world, are the prime target. We are the enemy. 


NEW OFFENSIVE AGAINST "McCARTHYISM" 


The communists are launching a new campaign to repeal communist control laws and to block 
further Government investigation of Red activities. In the past this drive has featured cries of 
"witch hunt", "hysteria", and "McCarthyism." While still labeled as a fight against "McCarthy- 
ism" — the Reds' word for any anti-communist action — the new campaign will be waged on the 
civil liberties front. 


Topping the Reds' list of laws to be attacked is the Smith Act which provides jail sentences 
for those advocating the violent overthrow of the Government. Also high on the list is the 
McCarran Internal Security Act (which created the Subversive Activities Control Board) and the 
Humphrey-Butler Communist Control Act, passed by Congress last year. 


The communists' aims are understandable. They seek complete freedom of action to carry 
out their conspiracy to defeat the Republicans in 1956, to eventually wreck the Democrats by 
leading labor out of the Democratic Party, and to form a Red-dominated farmer-labor party which, 
they plan, will guide the United States toward a Moscow-dominated socialism. (See Freedom's 
Facts, June (1954). 





These plans are hampered by Government controls which keep many Red leaders in jail. 
Equally important, communist control laws as well as Government investigations of communism 
have kept the spotlight on Red conspiracies. This has tended to isolate the Reds from the groups 
which they want most to infiltrate and mislead into supporting communist causes. 


Indirect Attack 


Communist political strategists realize that any direct battle of communist versus the 
Government's communist control laws would only focus more public attention on the Red con- 
spiracy. So, the Party is renewing its attack by indirect means. Party propagandists now are 
trying to convince the American people that actions against communists are attacks against basic 
American freedoms. 


Writing in the February issue of "Political Affairs", Mark Logan provides the blueprint for 
this campaign of distortion. It's major points of attack will be: 1) Smear the anti-communist 
program of the Eisenhower Administration; 2) Convince the American people that there is no 
communist threat either internally or from abroad; 3) Emphasize that the real battle is the fight to 
preserve civil liberties; (Logan charges, "the Nixons, Wilsons and Brownells are ceaselessly at 
work dismantling the basic fabric of our constitutional freedoms.") and, 4) Present communists as 
leaders in the fight for basic American rights. This fight, says Logan, will concentrate on 
"defending" the First, Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution. 


The Aim Is To Protect Communists 


Within this maze of distortion designed to mislead non-communists, the Reds never lose sight 
of their primary aim — to free communists from restrictive controls. Logan declares: “The time 
has come for all concerned to realize that the front line of attack must be the defense of the rights 
of communists under these amendments. These rights cannot exist for some and not for others." 


In urging non-communists to join the fight, Logan adds, "We have come to a stage in the 
struggle against McCarthyism where for a trade-unionist or a liberal to remain silent while the 
Bill of Rights is declared null and void for communists makes one an accessory to the fact, as well 
as a probable victim of the next round of attacks." 


The Reds obviously are depending upon Americans' readiness to defend civil liberties to 
obscure the fact that the communist conspiracies both in the U.S. and throughout the world pre- 
sent "a real and present danger" to freedom of thought and freedom of action for everyone outside 
the Iron Curtain. The task for anti-communists is to step up their information campaigns, to put 
even more effort into informing members of veterans', fraternal, women's farmers', and trade 
union organizations of the true nature of the communist conspiracy and the need to control it. 


Permission to quote all or any part of Freedom's Facts is granted 
if context is preserved and credit given. 





